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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the following communications: RCE 06/03/2008 with an Information 
disclosure statement. 

2. Claims 1, 3-12, 14-15 are pending in the case. Claims 1,9 12 and 15 are the independent claims. 
Claims 2 and 13 have been cancelled. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1, 3-12, 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by over 

Yarvin et al (hereinafter Yarvin) U.S. Publication No. 2003/0189593 published June 5, 2001. 



In regard to Independent claim 1, Yarvin teaches computer program product, tangibly embodied 
in machine readable storage device, the computer program product comprising instructions 
operable to cause data processing apparatus to perform operations comprising: 

• Receiving a value from a user of a client computer through a first user interface (Ul) 
element of displayed page, wherein a document object model (DOM) hierarchy locally 
stored on the client computer defines attributes of a plurality of Ul elements, including the 
first Ul element, rendered through a Web browser, at least a child node of the DOM 
hierarchy defines one or more attributes of the first Ul element (See Para 25, 32-35) 
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• In response to at least receiving the value, identifying in a the Web browser in a the 
client computer a chang e of a us e r i nt e rface (UP a n update to the one or more attributes of 
the first Ul element, wherein the update modifies presentation of the first Ul element (See Para 
26). 

• Determining in the browser whether the change update to the one or more attributes of 
the first Ul element can be applied to the locally-stored DOM hierarchy independent of 
receiving an update to the hierarchy from a server (See Para 39). 

• If the change can be locally applied by the d el ta rend e r e r, th e brows e r f i nd i ng i n th e 
DOM h ie rarchy th e nod e that i s r e f e r e nced by the U l ele m e nt and automatically modifying 
at l east one attr i bute re l ated to the child node accord i ng to tho change by us i ng at l east ono 

of th e updat e funct i ons of th e d el ta rondor e r to d i r e ct l y mod i fy th e attr i but e in the locally- stored 
DOM hierarchy to dynamically update a presentation of the first Ul element without 
re-rendering all of the displayed page; and else, setting a dirty flag. (See Para 40-43). 



With respect to dependent claims 3-8, as indicated in the above discussion, Yarvin teaches every 
element of claim 1. 

Yarvin teaches a dirty flag that indicates the invalidity of a cached DOM representation of an 
element (See Para 38-40). Yarvin also teaches a hierarchical arrangement for searching the 
document in pairs of elements that are attached or searching every expression one by one. 
Yarvin expressly teaches that the attributes that are to be updated relate to a part of the 
document that needs to be updated, which would include related elements (See Para 40, 44- 
45, and 47). For example, see Para 51-67 were document attributes are integrated via a wax 
transformation where each tag in a DTD can be transformed. 



In regard to claims 9-11, claims 9-1 1 reflects the computer program product comprising 
computer readable instructions used for performing the steps as claimed in claims 1, 5-6 
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respectively, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to claims 12,14, claims 12, 14 reflects the apparatus-comprising computer readable 
instructions used for performing the steps as claimed in claims 1 , 3 respectively, and are rejected 
along the same rationale. 

In regard to claim 15, claim 15 reflects the apparatus comprising computer readable instructions 
used for performing the steps as claimed in claims 1, 5-6 respectively, and is rejected along the 
same rationale. 

A reference to specific paragraphs, columns, pages, or figures in a cited prior art reference is not 
limited to preferred embodiments or any specific examples. It is well settled that a prior art 
reference, in its entirety, must be considered for all that it expressly teaches and fairly suggests to 
one having ordinary skill in the art. Stated differently, a prior art disclosure reading on a limitation of 
Applicant's claim cannot be ignored on the ground that other embodiments disclosed were instead 
cited. Therefore, the Examiner's citation to a specific portion of a single prior art reference is not 
intended to exclusively dictate, but rather, to demonstrate an exemplary disclosure commensurate 
with the specific limitations being addressed. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332-33,216 USPQ 1038, 
1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 1006,1009, 158 USPQ 275, 277 (CCPA 1968)). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,3-12, and 14-15 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Steven B. Theriault whose telephone number is (571) 272-5867. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M, W, F 10:00AM - 8:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 



/Steven B Theriault/ 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2179 



